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In response to the remarks made in the 10/31/05 Appeal Brief, the Office 
has reconsidered the rejection of record and will replace the 5/27/05 Final 
rejection with the new non-final rejection below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1. 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 26-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holmes et al.(USP 5,371 ,687), Holmes et al.(USP 5,594,906) or Kelly alone or in view 
of Magnant et al. (USP 5,787,839) or Baumgartner (USP 5,232,796). 
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Holmes et al.(USP 5,371 ,687), Holmes et al.(USP 5,594,906) and Kelly teach 
health care data management systems that test a specific body fluid, process, display 
and store the data. These systems use a plurality of modules that have been read on 
the claimed ports, couplings and cradles. These references teach use of a bar code 
reader and teach handles to carry the units. The Holmes et al. references teach a 
drawer(72) that is accessible from the front left side and right side which has been read 
on the claimed accessible from two opposite sides of the accessory box (e.g. the left 
and right sides of the box are opposite each other). These references are silent to the 
claimed "yieldable locking positions for the handle with respect to the housing". 

Handles that lock in a plurality of different positions are notoriously well known in 
the art. Lockable handles are advantageous because the desired position of the handle 
can be maintained and the handle can locked a suitable position when not in use. 
Additionally, "buttons" corresponding to a particular "recess" are well known as a robust 
and inexpensive means for locking. The "buttons" are very user friendly and desirable 
for their simplicity. 

It would have been within the skill of the art to modify Holmes et al.(USP 
5,371 ,687), Holmes et al.(USP 5,594,906) or Kelly and use a handle that locks in a 
plurality of different positions using a button/recess means for locking to gain the above 
advantages. 

Magnant et al. teach compartmented container with a handle that is selectively 
lockable. Column 3 lines 35+ teach handle(15) is pivotally connected to 
bosses(18,18A). Figures 6 and 6A-6B demonstrate flange(4) engaging with 
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detents(62,62A) on flanges(25,25A) on the upper compartment edge. When the 
handle(15) is moved to the vertical position shown in figure 6B, rib(20) engages the land 
area(66) between detents(62,62A) to secure the compartments together. The multiple 
positioned handle engagement of the containers is desirable because it prevents 
premature separation and places the handle in a convenient position for carrying (e.g. 
up) and a convenient position for use (e.g. down). It would have been within the skill of 
the art to modify Holmes et al.(USP 5,371 ,687), Holmes et al.(USP 5,594,906) or Kelly 
in view of Magnant et al. and use a movable handle have a plurality of position 
determined by detents to gain the above advantages. 

Baumgartner teaches a handle that has multiple locking positions. Button(20) is 
connected to the container(12) by shaft(22). A locking tongue(24) downwardly depends 
from the button(20) and cooperates with means on the handle to ensure that the handle 
is locked into an upright position. The connection means on the handle also include 
apertures(40,42) and connecting slide(44) that facilitate locking the handle in a service 
position. The advantage of the handle having these different locking positions is the 
handle is in a convenient, secure position for carrying (e.g. up) and a secure position 
placing the handle out of the way (e.g. down). It would have been within the skill of the 
art to modify Holmes et al.(USP 5,371 ,687), Holmes et aL(USP 5,594.906) or Kelly in 
view of Baumgartner and use the taught locking handle to gain the above advantages. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 26-36 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Applicants' comment concerning the cited prior art above was that the references 
did not teach a yieldable locking handle with multiple positions. The Office believes the 
claimed yieldable locking handle is notoriously well known in the art and would have 
been obvious. The Office has also cited Magnant et al. (USP 5.787,839) and 
Baumgartner (USP 5.232.796) that both teach yieldable lockable handles and their 
advantages. 

The references cited in the International Search Report have been considered. 
WO 94/24929.the abstract of JP 02/055034 and the abstract of JP 02/055033 have not 
been applied because this reference does not teach a handle. USP 5,865.745 has not 
been applied because this reference fails to teach a drawer or a multiple positioned 
handle. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lyie A Alexander whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1254. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Wednesday and Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jill Warden can be reached on 571-272-1267. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Lyie A Alexander 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1743 





